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Sires 
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NAYS—191 
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Inglis (SC) 
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King (NY) 
Kingston 
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Kline (MN) 
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Lewis (KY) 
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E. 
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Mica 
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Saxton 
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Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
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Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
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Whitfield 
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NOT VOTING—18 

Boucher 
Brady (TX) 
Buyer 
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Castor 
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Fattah 
Frank (MA) 
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Johnson (IL) 
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Norwood 
Pickering 
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Salazar 

b 1507 

Mr. CLEAVER changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FATTAH. Madam Speaker, had I been 

present for the vote on H. Res. 78, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. BRADY of Texas. Madam Speaker, on 

rollcall No. 57 on H. Res. 78, I am not re-
corded because I was absent due to illness. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Madam Speaker, 
unfortunately I was unable to cast my votes on 
the following rollcall votes on January 24, 
2007. Had I been present to vote, I would 
have voted as follows: 

On rollcall 51—The Previous Question for 
the Rule to consider H. Res. 78—I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On rollcall 52—To Table the Motion to Re-
consider—I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On rollcall 53—Final Passage of the Rule 
for H. Res. 78—I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On rollcall 54—The Motion to Table the 
Priveleged Resolution—I would have voted 
‘‘no.’’ 

On rollcall 55—The Motion to Adjourn—I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

On rollcall 56—The Question of Consider-
ation of H. Res. 78—I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On rollcall 57—To allow Delegates and the 
Resident Commissioner to vote in the Com-
mittee of the Whole—I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 
Our Constitution clearly sets forth who is al-
lowed to vote in Congress and I believe that 
this bill is in direct violation to that provision. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. NORWOOD. Madam Speaker, had I 

been present on rollcall Vote No. 43, I would 
have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on roll-
call Vote No. 44, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
Had I been present on rollcall Vote No. 45, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present 
on rollcall Vote No. 46, I would have voted 
‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present on rollcall Vote No. 
47, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been 
present on rollcall Vote No. 48, I would have 
voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present on rollcall 
Vote No. 49, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had 
I been present on rollcall Vote No. 50, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Had I been present on roll-
call Vote No. 51, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 
Had I been present on rollcall Vote No. 52, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on 
rollcall Vote No. 53, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 
Had I been present on rollcall Vote No. 54, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on 
rollcall Vote No. 55, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
Had I been present on rollcall Vote No. 56, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on 
rollcall Vote No. 57, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUNT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to address the House for the purpose of 
inquiring about next week’s schedule, 
and I yield to my good friend, the ma-
jority leader, Mr. HOYER. 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I am glad that I am still his good 
friend. We are going to remain so. 

On Monday, the House will meet at 2 
p.m. for legislative business. We will 
consider several bills under suspension 
of the rules. There will be no votes be-
fore 6:30. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
10:30 a.m. for morning hour debate and 
noon for legislative business. We will 
consider additional bills under suspen-
sion of the rules. A complete list of the 
suspension bills for the week will be 
announced later this week. 

On Wednesday, the House will meet 
at 10 o’clock. We will consider a long- 
term continuing resolution. I want 
Members to hear that because on 
Wednesday we will consider the long- 
term continuing resolution. We have a 
continuing resolution which expires on 
February 15. The long-term will cover 
approximately nine appropriation bills 
that failed to pass in the last Congress 
and will fund most of government, 
other than the Defense Department 
and the Homeland Security Depart-
ment. 

The House will not meet on Thursday 
and Friday next week in order to ac-
commodate the Democratic Members 
issues conference. I thank my friend 
for yielding. 
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Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for his 

response. I would like to inquire fur-
ther on the topic of the continuing res-
olution. 

I know the appropriations chairman 
has said that that would be a resolu-
tion that would not have earmarks in 
it. First of all, is that still the position 
of the majority that there would be no 
specific Member-oriented, district-ori-
ented earmarks in this CR? 

Mr. HOYER. I believe that that is es-
sentially the case. The only reason 
that I do not answer that absolutely is 
there are some earmarks I think that 
are being looked at that have general 
application to the operations of certain 
departments; but beyond that, the an-
swer is yes. 

Mr. BLUNT. And with that caveat, 
otherwise should we anticipate this 
will be a CR that just extends the cur-
rent CR? Would we expect to see either 
policy or additional funding language 
in the CR? 

Mr. HOYER. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLUNT. I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
There are some problems that are 

raised because bills failed to pass, mili-
tary construction being one, the vet-
erans being another, which have put us 
in a position where if there is not addi-
tional language and funding in the bill, 
and they are, of course, both as a result 
of the earmarks not being funded and 
as a result of the caps not being met 
that was in the Republican budget that 
passed but did not pass the Congress, 
and the level of funding in the 2007 bills 
that did not pass, there need to be 
some things in there that Mr. LEWIS 
and Mr. OBEY are both aware of. As I 
understand, they are working together 
in a bipartisan fashion. The staffs are 
working together. 

So I will tell my friend, although I 
cannot tell you specifically because 
they are still working on it, as you 
know from your past experience that 
these are works in progress, that my 
expectation is there will be additional 
funding for programs that will be very 
adversely affected if they were required 
to go forward at 2006 levels or the lower 
of the House- or Senate-passed bills. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for 
that response. 

I would ask further, if there are addi-
tions like that, which the obvious place 
to determine the merits of those addi-
tions is the House floor, will there be 
the opportunity for amendments and 
the ideas of other Members to be ad-
vanced? 

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLUNT. I yield. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
The answer to that question is we are 

working closely with the Senate. The 
CR expires, as you know, on February 
15. The Senate has a very difficult chal-
lenge. I know that Mr. REID is trying 
to work with Mr. MCCONNELL to figure 
out how they can do it. 

What we are really trying to do is 
trying to see if we can have a Senate 
and House agreement so that we can 
meet that February 15 deadline with 
this CR, which would not necessitate 
going back to a subsequent CR; in 
other words, making this a CR through 
September 30 of this year and take care 
of the 2007 funding cycle. 

As Mr. OBEY has indicated, the rea-
son for that is we are now proceeding 
on the 2008 cycle, and until we put the 
2007 cycle behind us, it is difficult to 
focus on that. 

So I frankly don’t have the answer to 
that question at this point in time be-
cause those discussions are going on 
between the House and the Senate. 

Mr. LEWIS and Mr. OBEY are involved 
in what we are doing here, and we are, 
after all, talking about nine bills, nu-
merous departments and agencies and 
objects, and frankly, if that bill is open 
to amendment, CRs, as you know, gen-
erally come with closed rules, and they 
are clean CRs usually, but even some 
nonclean CRs, and that is for the 
public’s sake, things that have addi-
tional items other than simply funding 
levels at a given level, have been closed 
rules. 

Obviously to try to get through nine 
different bills on the House floor be-
tween now and February 25, much less 
February 15, if the bill is open to 
amendment, as appropriation bills gen-
erally are, as you know, would be 
something probably we would not be 
able to do. So that is being discussed, 
trying to figure it out. 

I don’t have a definitive answer for 
you here on Wednesday, but I want to 
tell you candidly that I believe there 
will not be a full opportunity in the 
sense that there has been, and I am not 
sure that I can represent to the gen-
tleman that there will be an open rule. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for his response. In that regard, nor-
mally when we have had a closed rule 
on a continuing resolution, it has been 
a continuing resolution that did not in-
clude much or normally nothing in new 
policy, and we will have to watch these 
circumstances and hope that if there is 
a significant policy addition or signifi-
cant financial addition, there is the 
normal process that goes on with ap-
propriations bills to have a debate and 
a discussion about that. We are hopeful 
that whatever this bill is, it is as nar-
row as it can be and also that we get it 
out of the way as quickly as we can so 
that we can get on with the appropria-
tions work for the next year. 

I understand the challenge this cre-
ates for the appropriators, but the 
more we try to do the 2008 work in the 
2007 bill, the harder that is, I think, to 
move that bill along quickly as well. 

b 1515 

Let me ask one other question. 
Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, if my 

friend would yield before he asks an-
other question, as my friend knows 
well, having not passed appropriations 
bills, and, frankly, leaving in December 

without passing appropriations bills 
was, of course, the other body’s judg-
ment, we passed the bills through here 
except for the Labor-Health bill, we are 
placed in an extraordinarily difficult 
position. We labored long and hard, and 
I was then a member of the Appropria-
tions Committee, on our bills. We con-
sidered them here on the floor. There 
was debate. There were amendments 
offered. They passed. 

Frankly, the ideal, as you well know, 
would have been to have them pass, go 
to conference and pass them through 
both Houses. But we are now con-
fronted with a lot of work product over 
a year on all of these bills out of the 
Appropriations Committee now sitting, 
frankly, in limbo with a deadline of 
February 15 to have a short-term CR, 
which we are not for. We want to com-
plete this business. 

So we have a challenge that I think 
is relatively unique, given all of this 
work product, of just not having a sim-
ple CR which says we do ’06 levels, be-
cause all that work product would be, 
A, down the drain, and B, was respond-
ing to needs that the administration 
wants, that our military wants, that 
our veterans want, that others need. So 
that is the challenge confronting Mr. 
OBEY and Mr. LEWIS. 

I know you appreciate that. The fail-
ure was not on this side of the Capitol, 
but the fact of the matter is, wherever 
the failure was, we are now confronted 
with trying to solve the problem. 

I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. BLUNT. I appreciate my good 

friend’s comments in that regard too. 
As my friend knows, I argued and he 
argued and others did in November and 
into December that it would be so 
much better for this Congress if we 
could have worked with the other body 
and get these bills done last year. I re-
gret that we didn’t. I wanted to. I 
wanted to at least get some of them 
done. I think all of our colleagues on 
this side were on that side of the de-
bate, or virtually all of us, and now we 
are faced with this work. 

One other topic I would like to bring 
up today, because we didn’t get to dis-
cuss it during the privileged motion, 
but I know my good friend from Mary-
land cares about the House, cares 
about the procedures of the House. 

The topic that was raised earlier by 
the minority leader of an amendment 
submitted to the Rules Committee and 
then the Member who submitted it 
asked that it be withdrawn before the 
meeting; there may have been a simi-
lar occasion in the past, we can’t find 
one in our research. I am hoping that 
was the fits-and-starts of a new Con-
gress, rather than a new standard. 

Occasionally Members, and your 
Members did it often during the last 
Congress, submit an amendment, real-
ize as the debate develops and the dis-
cussion goes on that that is not an 
amendment that is in their best inter-
ests, or anybody else’s, to be offered, 
and then request it be withdrawn. 

I think we honored on every occa-
sion, I believe, and if we did not, that 
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is beside the point, my belief is on 
every occasion, if a Member wanted to 
withdraw an amendment, we allowed 
that Member to do that. I hope that 
will be the process from now on in this 
Congress as well. I would be pleased to 
have your reassurance that we are 
headed in that direction. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. I certainly reassure you 
we are moving in that direction, and I 
would hope that would be the case. I 
hope the gentleman will take this as a 
very friendly observation that in this 
case, the gentleman wouldn’t take ap-
parently yes for an answer. We were 
going to give him an amendment. 

As you know, the day before we had 
been bitterly criticized for not giving 
amendments. I was not there and I did 
not participate in this decision, but the 
committee was confronted with want-
ing to be in a position to give an 
amendment. Then when they were told 
the gentleman didn’t want the amend-
ment, they in effect took yes for an an-
swer. The gentleman did not. 

I understand that. We want to ac-
commodate that. You are absolutely 
right. If a Member doesn’t want to 
offer the amendment, he didn’t have to 
offer the amendment, he did not offer 
the amendment. Nobody has been 
forced to offer an amendment. He was 
given the opportunity to do so. 

But we do understand that Members 
make decisions that maybe that is not 
what I want to do, and I would like to 
withdraw it. Certainly I hope we will 
accommodate Members in the future. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank you for that re-
sponse. I would hope that would be the 
case. It has happened frequently. The 
gentleman has made no suggestion 
that this is unique or no one has ever 
thought about this before. It has hap-
pened frequently. When it has hap-
pened in the past, generally submitted 
by Members on your side to a Rules 
Committee at that time controlled by 
our side, when the Member said, wait a 
minute, I’ve changed my mind, that 
was always honored, with no sense of 
no, wait a minute; you put the piece of 
paper down, you now have to stick with 
it, even though we haven’t acted yet. 

Mr. HOYER. I want to say, Mr. Lead-
er, we also wanted to give you a sub-
stitute, but you didn’t want that ei-
ther, and we didn’t give you that sub-
stitute, then, I guess. 

In any event, your point is well 
taken, and I don’t want to be jocular 
about the fact. We really do want to 
make sure that you can come to this 
floor and think you are being treated 
fairly and openly and have an oppor-
tunity to make your legislative case. 
That is the way this body ought to 
work. 

I know the first 21⁄2 weeks now we 
have been moving on an agenda, rules 
changes and others, that we wanted to 
get done. As you know, some of these 
have involved rules changes, as this 
particular bill did. 

As you know, although Mr. DREIER 
talked about having hearings on this, 

rarely does either side have hearings 
on the rules it presents. The rules 
package is put together by the major-
ity party and there aren’t hearings on 
it. It is offered on the floor and it is 
voted up or down. In this case we of-
fered your rules, as you know, as they 
were in being in the 109th Congress. 
There were some additions we wanted 
to make. 

But your point is well taken. I share 
your view that we want to make sure, 
whether we disagree, that you feel you 
got the opportunity on your side of the 
aisle to make your case. 

Mr. BLUNT. Well, I appreciate my 
friend’s comments. We look forward to 
that happening. I think we all will ben-
efit from more debate, more discussion. 
That has always been the desire here, 
and often the minority doesn’t feel like 
they get quite their opportunity to do 
that, but we hope that we have an op-
portunity to do that and look forward 
to moving to a process to where all the 
Members are involved, the new Mem-
bers. 

Some of these issues, I will admit, 
that we have dealt with in the last 2 
weeks, in fact in the last Congress, the 
Congress I was in the majority in, 
passed bills highly similar. But the 60 
new Members didn’t get to participate 
in committee. 

But that is behind us. I am prepared 
to look forward. I hope that we have 
those opportunities. We will look care-
fully at the character of the CR and 
hope that it is as minimal in its 
changes as possible and that all the 
members of the Appropriations Com-
mittee are part of that discussion. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 
Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF HON. STENY H. 
HOYER AND HON. CHRIS VAN 
HOLLEN TO ACT AS SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE TO SIGN EN-
ROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTIONS THROUGH JANUARY 29, 
2007 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 24, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STENY H. 
HOYER and the Honorable CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
to act as Speaker pro tempore to sign en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions through 
January 29, 2007. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the appointment is ap-
proved. 

There was no objection. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM HON. JOHN 
A. BOEHNER, REPUBLICAN LEAD-
ER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, Republican Leader: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 24, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to 2 
U.S.C. 88b-3, I am pleased to appoint the 
Honorable SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO of West 
Virginia to the Page Board. Ms. CAPITO has 
expressed her interest in serving in this ca-
pacity and I am pleased to fulfill her request. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Republican Leader. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
PAGE BOARD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 2 U.S.C. 88b-3– and the order of 
the House of January 4, 2007, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the House of Representatives Page 
Board: 

Mr. KILDEE, Michigan 
Ms. DEGETTE, Colorado. 

f 

HONORING GLENN H. CURTISS, A 
TRUE TRANSPORTATION PIONEER 

(Mr. KUHL of New York asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to remember and 
honor Glenn H. Curtiss from my home-
town of Hammondsport, New York. 
Glenn Curtiss was a true transpor-
tation pioneer. 

This week, I introduced House Reso-
lution 84 to recognize Glenn Curtiss for 
setting the world’s speed record on the 
first V–8 powered motorcycle exactly 
100 years ago today. In honor of that 
ride in 1907, the Curtiss Museum and 
the City of Ormond Beach, Florida, 
which is the ‘‘birthplace of speed,’’ 
hosted a Curtiss motorcycle run on the 
beach today, January 24, 2007. 

In addition to his recordbreaking 
speed, which was 137 miles an hour, Mr. 
Curtiss was the founder of the Curtiss 
Aeroplane and Motor Company, now 
part of the Curtiss-Wright Corporation. 
Glenn Curtiss also developed the first 
successful sea plane and manufactured 
the famous World War I Jenny training 
plane. 

Again, Madam Speaker, it is with 
great pride that I rise today to honor 
the memory of Mr. Glenn Curtiss, and 
I encourage all Members to join me in 
honoring the legacy of Mr. Curtiss and 
cosponsoring House Resolution 84. 
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Text Box
CORRECTION

April 22, 2007, Congressional Record
Correction To Page H915
January 24, 2007_On Page H 915 the following appeared: The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following communication:The online version should be corrected to read: The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following communication from the Speaker:
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